TYPE-PROBLEM IN  HUMAN  CHARACTER       1*5
It can be clearly seen from this definition that Jordan
contrasts reflection, or thinking, with activity. It is
thoroughly understandable that an observer of men, not
probing too deeply, would first be struck by the contrast
between the reflective and ,the active natures, and would
therefore be inclined to define the observed antithesis from
this angle. The simple reflection, however, that the active
nature does not necessarily proceed from impulse, but can
also originate in thought, would make it seem necessary
to carry the definition somewhat deeper. Jordan himself
reaches this conclusion, for on p, 6 he introduces a further
element into his survey, which has for us a particular
value, namely the element of feeling. He states here that
the active type is less passionate, while the reflective
temperament is distinguished by its passionate feelings,
Hence Jordan calls his types "the less impassioned" and
"the more impassioned", Thus the element which he
overlooked in his introductory definition he subsequently
raises to the constant factor. But what mainly dis-
tinguishes his conception from ours is the fact that he also
makes the " less impassioned " type " active " and the other
"inactive".
This combination seems to me unfortunate, since
highly passionate and profound natures exist which are
also energetic and active, and, conversely, there are less
impassioned and superficial natures which" are in no way
distinguished by activity, not even by the low form of
activity that consists in being busy. In my view, his
otherwise valuable conception would have gained much in
clarity if he had left the factors of activity and inactivity
altogether out of account, as belonging to a quite different
point-of-view, although in themselves important charactero-
logical determinants.
It will be seen from the arguments which follow that
with the " less impassioned and more active " type Jordan
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